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Lid on Technology Flow Abroad Saii 


Exceed Recommendations 


I By DAVID BURNHAM 

SpacteJ toTb»N«w YarkTlnMB 

WASHINGTON, Feb. 26 — A staff re- 
port to the National Academy of Sci- 
ences has concluded that the Reagah 
Administration's effort to restrict the 
flow of technology to fo rei gn nations is 
far more restrictive the limits 
recommended by an academy panel 18 
months ago. 

The report also said the new rules 
were being adopted on the basis of in- 
complete and possibly erroneous infor- 
mation. It did nnt Mn»n Hi»lr Infliinf 
on the flow of technology abroad. 

The report was prepared by the staff 
of the National Research Council, an 
arm of the National Academy of Sci- 
ences. The academy is a private, non- 
profit organization under Congres- 
sional charter. 

The staff was asked to follow up a 
study completed in September 1982 by 
a 19-member panel of leading scien- 
tists, military contractors and former 
Pentagon officials, headed by.Dr. Dale 
R- Corson, president emeritus of Cor- 
nell University . . 

Experts and Ideas 

Th at study said there appeared to be 
^“substantial and serious problem ’ 1 nf 


suit, it said, “some members ' of the 
scientific c ommunit y romnjn uncer tain 
as to their rights and obligations con- 
cerning the publication and or public 
communication through conferences 
and seminars of sensitive technical 
data." 

The “stringency and substantive 
reach" of the Administratiaa’s adopted 
or proposed restrictions, the staff said, 
“go considerably beyond what was 
recommended in tbe original study.” 

Little Change in 18 Months 

■The authors of the staff report, Mi- 
chael B. Wallenstein and Lawrence E. 
McCray, said that in December and 
January they received a top-secret 
Meting on the extent of technology 
^nsfer as a result of scientific com- 
munications. 

^*Wagan report on this heats that the 


gtaje rf-aapirical tamwlwto about 
I technology l eakage and its effects on 
gatinaUMjtritv has not changed sis- 


nmcantlY in tne l» months since & 
Coregwgnel was briefed 18 months 


technology leaking to Eastern bloc na- 
flffig as a result of the legal sale of 
Jggitive equipment, as well as illegal 


sales and es pionage. But itsaid noevil 
dence that open scientific discussion 
had damaM 


ites 


security 


had been uncovered . 

■ -The Corson panel recommended a 
strategy of building “tall fences around 
nurow areas,” proposing specific re- 
strictions in certain Gov e r nm ent con- 
tracts with individual researchers and 
corporations while warning that 
da mpin g down on the free flow of 
scientific information “could be ex- 
tremely damaging to overall scientific 
•nd economic advance as well as to 
military progress.” ■ 

Tbe new report said that, since then, 
tbe Administration had adopted or pro- 
posed tighter export regulations and 
had increased its enforcement efforts. 
The report said tbe Government also 
had Increased Its attention on scientific 
exchange, including the sending of 
agents to scientists’ meetings. As a re- 


ftgo tythcXJj. intcmgeoce commimE. 
ty,” the ieu.it said. 

“It appears that no major initiative 
has been undertaken to chrarur i iy 
better either the overall leakage prob- 
lem (e.g. the relative importance of 
various sources, channels, and types of 

information) or tbe relative impor- 
tance of scientific communication 
within tiie larger picture.” 

*Lack of Coordination’ 

The report said delays in the comple- 
tion of a National Security Council 
study of the problem had resulted in a 
“c ontinuin g lack of effective Govern- 
ment-wide coordination” that created 
important risks. 

For instance, the staff report said, in- 
dividual agencies, such as the Depart- 
ment of Defense, are pushing ahead 
with their own efforts in stemming the 
technology flow without balancing a 
number of competing goals such as na- 
tional security, domestic scientific and 
technological productivity and free- 
dom of expression. 

One positive finding was that the in- 
telligence community reported no dis- 
coveries “during this period of cases in 

which loss through the U.S. s cientific 
community has led to identifiable dam- 
ace to national security.” i 


B« tiie report said the Administra- 
tionnad continued to carry out “a num- 
ber of major new policy thrusts” f i«eh 
»s a provision in tbe 1984 Defense Au- 
ttorization Act that permits the Secre- 
tary of Defense to-protect certain kinds 
of u nclass ified technical data. 

A second development noted by tbe 

report was that the Commerce Depart- 
ment had drafted proposed regulations 
tiiat would require a validated export 
. lice ns e for virtually all “critical techni- 
cal data.” • 

“Since the definition of ’export’ Id- 

•are present, tbe hiring of a foreign re- 
searcher, and so on, the proposedrules 
seem to have the potential to have a 
significant effect on the U.S. scientific 
enterprise,” the report said. 

Another Govenunent effort to cod- 



about cryptography, the science of cod- 
inganddecodiag information, had been 
su bmitte d. As a result of Government 
chaD mg e s to nine papers, six were 
modified and three were withdrawn. 
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